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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I will now call the Special 
Projects Committee of the Tobacco Commission to come to order.  The first thing I will 
ask Carthan to do is call the roll. 
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  MR. CURRIN:  Secretary Bennett? 
  SECRETARY BENNETT:  (No response.) 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Hopkins? 
  MR. HOPKINS:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Jenkins? 
  MR. JENKINS:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Delegate Kilgore? 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Montgomery? 
  MR. MONTGOMERY:  (No response.) 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Owen? 
  MR. OWEN:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Secretary Schewel? 
  SECRETARY SCHEWEL:  (No response.) 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Walker? 
  MR. WALKER:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. West? 
  MR. WEST:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Vice Chairman Dudley? 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  Here. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Chairman? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Here. 
 We have a rather extensive agenda today.  I think the Staff has done a good 
job of briefing the members of the Committee on what all the projects are.  What I was 
intending to do, when we get to that point, is have the Staff lead us through the discussion 
of the applications.  I know Staff has thought this one through; however, I'm not clear on 
how we make a determination on what we can use securitized proceeds versus 
unsecuritized proceeds.  Perhaps during your discussion of the projects you would 
indicate to us which or a blend of both might be an appropriate use.  I tried to do it in my 
preparation, and I'm not sure I came up with the right answer to that.  You may have to 
change a project or two around to allow for the arrival of some folks that may want to 
speak to a particular project. 
 Having said that, and following the agenda, do I have a motion to adopt 
the Minutes of our last meeting?  It's been moved and seconded to approve the Minutes 
of the previous meeting.  All in favor signify by saying aye?  (Ayes.)  Opposed, no?  (No 
response.)  The Minutes are adopted. 
 The next item we have, do any Committee members have any comments 
they want to make before we get started? 
  MR. WALKER:  We've had these items for review for some 
time, and the Staff has done a review, is it possible, if there are not any questions on some 
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of these, where we could do some of them as a block, and if there is a question pull them 
out, or just address the ones people had questions on? 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  With the concurrence of the 
Committee, why don't we have Staff go through them and give a brief explanation, and 
should there be greater detail that's required, then we can do so, but we'll take the 
necessary time we need.  Is that acceptable to the Committee as far as the way to 
proceed?  All right. 
  MR. CURRIN:  Mr. Chairman, Mr. Pfohl will make the 
Staff report. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Tim, go ahead and lead us in the 
discussion. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and our guests 
today.  We have some extra copies of the Staff's recommendations that can be passed out 
now for those of you in the audience who haven't had an opportunity to see those.   
 We have a spreadsheet that has the Staff recommendations broken down 
into two columns.  We have basically two pots of money for Special Projects, and we can 
pull from both of those.  We have a carryforward of unsecuritized funds of roughly five 
point five million dollars, and there is also a balance of securitized funds of seventeen 
point one seven million that was moved by the Commission to this Committee at its last 
Commission meeting. 
 The Staff recommendations reflect what we perceive to be projects that are 
eligible for securitized funds, and we have to caution you with a big asterisk that bond 
counsel has not yet reviewed these projects to determine if they are capital expenses 
eligible for use of securitized funds. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  How long will that process take, 
once it's approved, coming to the Full Commission? 
  MR. PFOHL:  We should be able to have that answer 
within a couple of weeks, I would think.  The Staff recommendations are only four 
projects, so that would not be a large list, and if bond counsel would review those, we 
should be able to get an answer pretty quickly, and certainly by early September. 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  Mr. Chairman, two of the projects 
that we're looking at, the recommendations are based on securitized funds.  What is the 
scenario if the opinion was no, they're not eligible?  Is that shifted automatically, or 
would that come back? 
  MR. PFOHL:  There are a couple of options, and one is that 
the Staff recommendations, and depending on how the Committee chooses to act today, 
would not obligate the entire balance of unsecuritized funds.  Option one would make 
that award for unsecuritized funds.  We will have to come back and do some house 
cleaning on that. 
 The second option would be to send it back to the drawing board and say 
you're not eligible for securitized funds. 
 A third option might be that if they were willing to do purely capital 
expenses or some portion, and bond counsel does determine it to be eligible for funds, we 
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could fulfill the obligation to those eligible activities and send the applicants back to the 
drawing board on the ineligible aspect. 
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  MR. CURRIN:  I'll just say that Staff has worked very hard 
with bond counsel to be responsive as quickly as possible.  I would agree with Mr. Pfohl 
that early September is a target date. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Perhaps it would be appropriate if 
we approved the securitized proceeds, that if bond counsel were to opine that not all of 
say a million dollar allocation was eligible for securitized funds you could draw down 
what you could.  I'm of the opinion that we ought to revisit the unrestricted dollars or the 
cash at the next meeting.  Just from a budgeting standpoint I think we should see what 
cash dollars are available, transferring funds from one account to the other.  So, do we 
agree that we will wait for an opinion from bond counsel, and if counsel says we can use 
the securitized proceeds, only a portion would be authorized for use, draw down that 
amount, but that at our next meeting we would authorize the use of the unrestricted 
dollars?  Is that the general agreement among the members of the Committee here? 
 Delegate Dudley, does that satisfy you? 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  Yes. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Tim, I think we're ready to go 
now. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Do you want to do the Heartland Project 
first? 
  MR. CURRIN:  Without objection, Mr. Chairman, they 
have a distance to travel for a meeting tonight, and the Chairman of the Board is here, a 
member of your Committee, and he needs to be back in Charlotte County. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  We're always glad to 
accommodate our friends to the east. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Mr. Chairman, on Page 7 of the document 
that you have describing the various projects, the Virginia's Heartland Regional Industrial 
Facilities Authority is requesting one point one six million dollars, and that's for a project 
they call the Regional Displaced Workforce Training and Technology Center.  This would 
be continuing physical improvements, and it seems to be strictly of a capital nature, for 
the Heartland Park located near Keysville.  You have a lengthy description of the 
improvements to the site.  The project is with Southside Community College and their 
truck driving accreditation program and the operator and certification to the site.  This 
would initially be a marketing center for the park, as well as a distance learning center, 
and house the Mid-Atlantic Broadband Fiber and ultimately the office of the industrial 
facility on-site.  
 There are a variety of activities that are primarily targeted toward assisting 
the recently laid-off West Point Stevens textile plant workers.  
 Staff looked at this with the Special Projects guidelines in mind and 
determined the project is a revenue sharing project with six localities involved.  Meeting 
the program guidelines for matching funds and regional involvement.  We felt it was 
eligible as a Special Projects request; we recommended a full award of one million one 
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hundred sixty thousand.  We recommend that securitized funds be contingent, based upon 
bond counsel's approval. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I read the summary and heard Mr. 
Walker talk about it.  We've had it before us for some time.  Any comments you want to 
make on the project? 
  MR. WALKER:  Appreciate your consideration. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  The Chair intended to take up 
Staff recommendations in a block.  I think this one has tremendous merit, and I for one 
would be comfortable leaving it in the block.  Is there any other discussion or questions 
on the project?  If there are no other questions on that project, then let's go ahead and 
move on. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Going back to Page 1 of the text document, 
and that would be the Center for Advanced Engineering/Institute of Manufacturing 
Technology - Region 2000 are applying for a hundred thousand dollars for start-up of a 
non-profit center that would bring a university-based technology research presence into 
an area that currently has no such presence.  The project has been successful in obtaining 
federal research grants and partnership with a variety of organizations, including 
universities. 
 The Staff looked at this again with the Special Projects' guidelines in mind 
and noted that it has regional participation and research focus specifically, which were the 
intended focus of this program.  
 It meets the matching fund requirements and does meet the Commission's 
Long-Range Plan regarding start-up assistance.  We recommend the full award of a 
hundred thousand dollars be made from unsecuritized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions from the 
Committee?   
  MR. PFOHL:  On the second page of the document we 
have Cumberland County Regional Reservoir Siting Project - Phase III and Permit 
Submittal.  That project was previously funded in the amount of three hundred fifty 
thousand in FY03.   
 The county has been successful in identifying the final site for the project 
and has received additional funding commitments from local government, which includes 
the Counties of Goochland, Henrico, Powhatan, and the City of Richmond, who will take 
advantage of this water supply. 
 The request is to continue the permit and environmental and legal work 
that is necessary for this sort of impoundment.  It will be the county's first public water 
supply. 
 The Staff looked at it with the program guidelines in mind and noted that 
the county's economic development allocation is insignificant for funding this project.  It 
does have regional participation and requires matching funds, and therefore meets the test 
for Special Projects.  We recommend the full award of two hundred thousand from 
unsecuritized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions from Committee 
members?  All right. 
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  MR. PFOHL:  Danville-Pittsylvania Regional Facilities 
Authority has submitted a request for two point two million dollars for the Cane Creek 
Centre Regional Industrial Park.  The Regional Facilities Authority is a partnership 
between the City of Danville and the County of Pittsylvania.  The request is for additional 
land acquisition and wetland mitigation and remediation in the park. 
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 Previous Commission funding of about three point three million dollars 
for economic development funds that assisted in acquisition and utility construction, in 
addition to a million dollar TROF.  That has resulted in the location of Yorktowne 
Cabinetry creating four hundred thirty jobs and a nineteen million dollar investment in 
the park.  The park has an enterprise zone designation from the state.  
 This additional acquisition of land and environmental mitigation, a 
continuation of that would bring the park to nearly the full eight hundred acres that would 
get it up to seven hundred forty-three acres out of eight hundred envisioned for the 
ultimate build-out of the park.  The City of Danville has indicated they would use their 
Southside Economic Development allocation of over five hundred thousand and will 
present that as a request to the Commission in September. 
 The Staff looked at this and noted that the County of Pittsylvania had a 
Southside Economic Development allocation available September 1 of two point four 
million dollars.  Staff has recommended the county be required to match the city's 
contribution from its allocation, with them reducing the recommended funding to one 
point seven million dollars from two point two that was requested.  That's the Staff's 
recommendation. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Danville has committed how 
much? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Five hundred eight thousand dollars from 
the Economic Development allocation. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Then this can remain in the block 
and be adopted, then.  Staff recommendation is to have Pittsylvania County commit a half 
million dollars to match what the City of Danville has contributed, the reduction being 
the amount recommended from the Staff as one point seven million. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Correct. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions from the 
Committee on this particular project? 
  MR. JENKINS:  I have a question out of curiosity.  I noted 
one point four five million for wetlands mitigation for two and four-tenths acres.  
Wouldn't it be a lot simpler to get some land and, why make it so specific you've got to do 
it to two point four acres out of four hundred or eight hundred acres? 
  MR. PFOHL:  It's not critical to the project. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Mr. Sleeper. 
  MR. SLEEPER:  My name is Dan Sleeper, Administrator 
for Pittsylvania County, and drafted the application for the Regional Facilities Authority.  
That is the mitigation part.  What happens when you do something to your property is 
you've got to go off-site the property to do more.  We have wetlands on-site we have to 
deal with, and the two point four is off-site, and we have to deal with that so the park can 

CRANE-SNEAD & ASSOCIATES, INC. 



Spec. Proj. 08/16/05 
7 of 24 

get the permit requirements from the Corps of Engineers that's necessary.  There's more 
involved with this wetlands.  The wetlands and Corps of Engineers are two different 
categories.  It's very technical. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  So you have no other choice but 
to do that? 
  MR. SLEEPER:  I can tell you there is no other choice.  We 
located an industry, and we kind of modified some of our erosion sediment control in 
order to get it to the necessary completion stage of this.  The Board of Supervisors and 
City Council, along with the Regional Authority, just issued seven point three million in 
bonds for the next twenty years to match this money to get this work done for these 
industries so we can have it on-line, and the mitigation is a major criteria on these 
projects. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  There is no other way to 
reconfigure and try to obtain greater efficiency? 
  MR. SLEEPER:  One of the problems is that when you buy 
that large tract of land, because we've been working on this thing going on about five 
years now, when you buy the farms that are all involved in this area, they all have 
retention basins on them.  If it's already there you can't touch it.  If you've got a creek, or 
even if you created it, it is now a problem under the wetland mitigation and Corps of 
Engineers.  Five years ago we could have probably filled them up and done a lot of other 
things that we can't do now, and that's causing the problem.  Some of that is engineering 
requirements and fees necessary and requirements to get the work done.  The engineering 
work we've done alone in the last three months is almost a hundred seventy-five thousand 
dollars for the engineering for wetlands. 
  MR. JENKINS:  I'm hearing you say to remedy some of the 
things that have already been done, is it for just one project? 
  MR. SLEEPER:  It's for this one project.  Eight hundred 
acres is the whole park, and the Corps of Engineers said we had to do it all at one time, 
and they're not going to do this lot and that lot, and that sort of thing.  We've got to do the 
whole thing at once. 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  Mr. Sleeper, I'm going to support 
this project, because I think it is a good project, but one concern I have is that a lot of 
things have happened in the county.  Probably two years ago we approved the money for 
land acquisition in the Gretna area.  Nothing seems to be moving forward with that. 
  MR. SLEEPER:  The reason we stopped in Gretna is 
because it was the advice of the Commission to get two of these projects done.  To get 
them done you've got to push everything in one area.  That's what we're doing now.  
We're concentrating on getting this park finished.  This is a forty-nine million dollar 
project by the time it's complete, or forty-seven million.  We're trying desperately to get it 
out of the way, and Gretna is our next priority.  The Board of Supervisors is on top of 
this, and we've got some improvements.   
 The reason we stopped is so we wouldn't have the argument, someone 
might say you're spending all of this money and spreading it out, and none of it is done.  
We've stopped and have gone to two projects, and one project is completely funded and 
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underway right now.  This one will be pretty much complete, or enough for us to locate 
some more industries, and then we're going to go to Gretna.  We're going to come back 
with Gretna for a request at the next meeting. 
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  MR. PFOHL:  Mr. Chairman, I should note that the Staff 
comments do not mention the source of the funds here; we recommend they come from 
the securitized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any other questions?  All right.  
Let's go to the next one. 
  MR. PFOHL:  The Town of Farmville - Poplar Hill Inn and 
Conference Center requested one million six hundred ninety-two seven hundred fifty-
nine dollars.  The project is a creation of the Community Development Authority in 1999 
to develop this thousand-acre plus mixed- use real estate project.  The Commission is 
being asked to support utilities construction and sewer and a one hundred twenty room 
inn and twelve thousand square foot conference center to be built on the site.  
Specifically, construction of an access road with water and sewer and electric utilities 
being requested for this funding. 
 The Staff noted there will be water and sewer fees generated from the site, 
and the county has not yet approved the lodging taxes, and there are some other sources 
of revenue generation for the project.  The Staff is recommending partial funding of one 
million dollars from securitized funds, contingent upon bond counsel approval. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Let's put it in perspective.  Total 
project cost is thirty-seven million.  The applicant is asking the Commission to fund to 
buy down the cost of utilities? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Yes, sir. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions from the 
Committee?  All right, next, Tim. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Floyd County's request is Chateau 
Morrisette Business Retention and Public Water System Acquisition and Operation.  The 
original amount was requested to the Agribusiness Committee and then referred to 
Southwest Economic Development almost a year ago.  That request had been reduced to 
two hundred eight thousand three hundred ninety-five dollars.  The applicant has asked us 
to focus on the public water fireflow system, which would fight any fires at that site up 
on the Blue Ridge Parkway right at the Chateau Morrisette operation. 
 The Staff recommends, although the project has not met the test of Special 
Projects eligibility, and it is in somewhat of a gray area, in that it is right on the Blue 
Ridge Parkway and positioned almost on the borderline between our two regions.  It's a 
project that has been on hold for almost a year.  It is the beneficiary of financing through 
a program that the Commission supported a couple of years ago for People Inc., 
Southwest Community Development Financing, and they have a loan for a hundred 
thousand dollars on this project that will enable them to do some construction.   
 Staff is recommending a grant of one hundred thousand in order to allow 
the county to retire that loan from People Inc., and recommend the proceeds come from 
unsecuritized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions? 
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  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  This has been in the works for 
some time, and the recent federal highway bill, I think it's one point two million allocated 
for a visitor's center.  The water supply would also serve to increase tourism up to thirty 
percent, about half of which is now, it has a long way to go. 
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  MR. OWEN:  There is another winery close by, 
Appalachia, will they benefit from this? 
  MR. PFOHL:  I can't tell you that they are a beneficiary or 
not. 
  MS. MARTIN:  My name is Betty Martin from Floyd 
County.  Appalachia is in the same neighborhood, and they would have access to the 
fireflow and fire trucks and other facilities about eleven miles away, only about a half-
mile or a mile from this.  They would be a beneficiary, although it is not on their site, but 
it would be beneficial to them. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Thank you, very much.  Any 
other questions or comments concerning this applicant? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Lee County had asked us to assist Rose Hill 
Wastewater, and we have received confirmation this week that that project will be funded 
by the State Department of Housing and Community Development, so the applicant has 
asked us to withdraw that from consideration. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Other sources, no need to talk 
about it any more, then. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Mecklenburg County, the Roanoke River 
Regional Wastewater Treatment Plan Expansion Project.  It is a three point six million 
dollar request to expand the sewage treatment plant currently owned by the Town of 
South Hill and has two million gallons per day treatment capacity.  It processes 
wastewater generated by the Towns of LaCrosse and Brodnax in addition to South Hill 
and portions of Mecklenburg County.  The request is to assist with the expansion by one 
million gallons per day of treatment capacity in order to serve two industrial parks that 
have received Commission support.  Those parks have some existing businesses, as well 
as some available sites, and have attracted interest from food processing firms and other 
users, and therefore this would require more treatment capacity than has been planned, or 
that they can currently provide.   
 The project has received eighty thousand dollars of Southside Economic 
Development assistance since last year for some preliminary design work.  The project 
meets the Special Projects guidelines for financial participation in three localities and 
revenue sharing in the regional industrial parks served by the wastewater capacity.  The 
applicant is asking the Commission to provide seventy-five percent of the project costs.  
It has some initial positive feedback from some other funding sources.  Given that 
construction is at least a year off and they don't have a solid funding commitment yet, we 
felt like to assist them at this point with engineering, construction and design work, that 
would enable them to come back with a request for construction money.     
 The Staff is recommending a partial award of five hundred thirteen 
thousand five hundred for engineering, inspection, legal and land acquisition, not to 
include the planning district administration from unsecuritized funds. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Part of that could be covered 
under securitized funds.  You're saying it's on the edge, and you're worried about what 
bond counsel would have to say? 
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  MR. PFOHL:  We have not had an indication from bond 
counsel yet as far as what specific pre-development costs are eligible for tax-exempt 
securitized funds, and that's why we've moved in that direction. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I'd like to see that come from 
securitized, if bond counsel finds that would be correct.  If we can do it, I'd rather have it 
come from the securitized dollars. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I would agree, but I don't want to 
do damage to the project, either.  If there is a way to structure it, we can make that 
understood in the motion, that we should have such funds left in the unsecuritized portion 
that would cover any matter not offered by opinion.   
 Is there any discussion among the Committee on that?  I'm saying if we 
can use securitized dollars we ought to do so we'll have flexibility on the remaining.  
Perhaps there would be a delay somewhat, but this project is not ready to go, in a 
construction sense.  Another month or so waiting on precise opinion of counsel I don't 
think would damage it. 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  In a half a million dollar project, I 
think that's big enough dollars at least to try to look at it. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Tim, does that give you direction 
to go? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Yes. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  If it comes back, or if it fails the test. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I'd say we'd authorize, or number 
one, we can draw down securitized dollars, subject to approval of bond counsel.  Should 
bond counsel offer the opinion that we can't do that, then they can be authorized to draw 
against the unsecuritized portion. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  Do we need that in a motion? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I think if that is understood by the 
Committee when we get there.  I think the record is fairly clear to that extent.  Without 
objection, and in trying to move it forward, we can discuss it later, but without objection 
we can move forward. 
  MR. OWEN:  Would this proposed award of five hundred 
thirteen thousand, what are you saying about the other three million of that grant request? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  This is a rather large project, and 
it certainly meets the test of at least five localities that I have counted in the application 
and making it regional in scope.  I think that the Committee and the Commission need to 
be very careful when we look at projects like this, because we simply don't have enough 
money to fund all of them.  If we can provide seed money to move us forward with 
preliminary engineering or specific design, then I think it does provide an incentive for 
localities to work together and form a regional approach, rather than five different 
applications to move it forward.  The funding cycle for this one is you have to be 
submitted to EDA, which means it would toss it in federal fiscal year '06, which probably 
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means you wouldn't see construction until fiscal year 07.  In my mind, this is just a 
placeholder to say, yes, we like the regional approach, and move it forward.  I don't know 
if that answers your question. 
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  MR. OWEN:  Is there an implied commitment for the other 
three million? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I can only speak for myself, but 
no. 
  MR. PFOHL:  I don't think so.  In fact, I think this will 
allow them to come back with more firm construction cost estimates and then more solid 
funding commitments from other sources.  I think at that point the Commission would be 
asked to take a look at the construction funding. 
  MR. OWEN:  Thank you. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any other discussion? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Mount Rogers Planning District 
Commission submitted to Southwest Economic Development a request for seven hundred 
thousand dollars for the Mount Rogers Loan Fund Program, which has been in existence 
since 1986.  To date they have been funding roughly three to seven businesses per year 
for expansion, startup, and an average of more than eleven new jobs are created per loan 
and two point seven million private dollars leveraged per dollar loaned.   
 The Loan Fund is similar to the People Inc. loan pool funded from Special 
Projects in 2003; the Committee funded that two years ago.  That's serving the same 
geographic area and types of businesses.   
 Recently the Southside Committee has moved in the direction of creating 
a capital access loan program.  The state General Assembly has authorized the creation of 
the Community Development Loan Bank.  It's in development by the state Department of 
Housing and Community Development.   
 There are some other options that are available in the course of 
development, as well as the fact that we need to understand how People Inc. use the funds 
that we provide.  We're going to ask them for reports to summarize their impact. 
 Staff recommends that this request be tabled to allow time to take a look at 
options for other financing programs and options in Southwest Virginia, small business 
growth in Southwest. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Thank you.  Any questions?  
Next. 
  MR. PFOHL:  National Council for the Traditional Arts is a 
national non-profit organization that submitted a request for three hundred thousand 
dollars to Southwest Economic Development for startup funds.  Those funds were 
requested to operate the Blue Ridge Music Center near Galax.  They have a ribbon 
cutting ceremony held on July 16th on the Blue Ridge Parkway.  The request had been 
funded to the fullest extent by Southwest Economic Development Committee, and that 
committee has sent it to your committee for you to consider if you want to provide a 
portion up to one hundred percent of that three hundred thousand dollar obligation that 
has been made to the applicant here. 

CRANE-SNEAD & ASSOCIATES, INC. 



Spec. Proj. 08/16/05 
12 of 24 

 The request breaks into two pieces.  There is exhibit development of one 
hundred fifty thousand, which is matched to the Appalachian Regional Commission funds 
and start-up operating expenses of one hundred fifty thousand.  So those two pieces, 
should you choose to latch onto, you certainly will have an identifiable funding 
statement. 
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 Staff defers to the consensus of the Committee as far as what your 
pleasure is. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Staff asked the Chair what he 
thought; this request is one you will see later from the Scott County Economic 
Development Committee for one hundred eighty-five thousand dollars and creates jobs in 
manufacturing.  The three hundred thousand dollar application is clearly regional in scope 
and fits in with our marketing plan, which is any number of vendors, including closer to 
your neck of the woods than probably to Delegate Kilgore's.  We felt strongly about it, 
and we wanted to move it and bring it to Special Projects, and then reimburse the 
Southwest Economic Development either three hundred thousand or some sum thereof. 
 Delegate Kilgore, is that clear? 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  That's very factual.  We thought 
it was regional in scope and served the entire region and looked like they'd be able to 
draw down some other funds, and it's just a good project. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Without the Staff 
recommendation you have to be vocal on this particular matter, one way or the other.  The 
Chair will be silent from that point on. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I hope you all fund the three 
hundred thousand.  We feel comfortable with a dollar amount of three hundred thousand. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Let's pull that out of the block, 
and then we'll come back.  Next. 
  MR. PFOHL:  Radford University had requested thirty-five 
thousand dollars to restart an international trade initiative.  In recent years a program 
offered by Virginia Tech Appalachian Regional Commission funding by the World Trade 
Institute, a training certification program for economic developers.  That funding, or that 
program, requires that, and it has not been offered for the last several years.  Radford is 
asking the Commission for help, two one-day World Trade Institute conferences.  One to 
be located in Southwest in Abingdon and one would be located in Danville in partnership 
with the Dan River Development Center, as well as multi-media resources, which would 
include web site, printed resource directory for services, CD resource information for 
participants in all tobacco region localities. 
 The Staff asked for outcomes of previous programs, and no one has been 
able to provide those yet, maybe the files were expunged or something.  Given the small 
nature of the request, in conversations we have with a number of organizations, the 
consensus was that any attention on world trade would be well spent, so Staff is 
recommending full funding for startup costs from unsecuritized funds. 
  MR. DAVIS:  I'm Jerry Davis.  I'm a loan development 
officer with Radford University.  Currently there is no one offering a comprehensive 
centralized list for overview of resources available to companies and localities that are 
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interested in international trade.  This is an opportunity to have a one full-day event that 
would allow the Department of Commerce and other organizations in the Southwest 
Virginia center that offer international trade, those services to businesses and localities.  
They come in and meet with local first line officials and economic developers, those are 
first line responders.  So when a company comes in and says I've been thinking about 
doing so and so, where do I go as far as international trade.  We are responding and trying 
to train local first line responders where the resources are. 
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 We're also trying to provide resources that they can take home and keep on 
the shelves to use as they get more questions coming in. 
  MR. WALKER:  You mentioned one day, is this going to be 
an ongoing informational resource? 
  MR. DAVIS:  Yes, sir, something they can take home with 
them.  It's very important to provide additional resources, and it will be the document 
they take home with all the presentations for the whole day.  It will be resource material 
that will identify some, and we're still looking into which ones it would be.  That would 
include importing and exporting.  We'll have a resource which they can always access, 
and we'll be working with other sources, as well as providing all the presentations and 
other materials.  Our idea is to provide a printed and CD directory of private sector 
companies, as well as public programs that are offering services for those who want to go 
into the international trade arena.  There is a whole wealth of materials they will have 
access to. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Who in my neck of the woods 
knows about your products and what's available to help us down our way?  Do you have 
an office in the far Southwest, and who do you interact with? 
  MR. DAVIS:  One of the first people we talked to was 
Rachel Fowlkes and George Hiller, who is familiar with the program.  We've thought for 
a number of years there is a need for this in that particular locality, and use this type of 
information as a resource.  They were very positive in their response. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  That's what I'm trying to get at.  
Is it a local economic developer?  Who would that be that you have interacted with to say 
this is a good idea? 
  MR. DAVIS:  I've interacted with the town manager down 
in Franklin County.  I ran this by, and he thought that was a great idea, because he has 
been working with two or three companies that are trying to get involved in international 
trade. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any other questions or 
comments? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Scott County Economic Development 
Authority is requesting a hundred eighty-five thousand dollars.  This is the second project 
funded by Southwest Economic Development Committee and referred to your Committee 
for consideration as a possible funding source of some or all of the request for the project.  
This includes a modification on eight thousand square feet in the Mountain Empire 
Regional Business Incubator in Duffield.  It will accommodate a business prospect that is 
currently negotiating a lease for that space.  That prospect would create one hundred new 
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technology-based jobs and bring a million dollars of taxable equipment.  The 
improvement would stay with the Regional Incubator.  
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 The Staff recommends that since we built that incubator with a previous 
grant, that jobs that have been created, we recommended to Southwest economic 
development that that project be funded, and they agreed and sent it over to this 
Committee.  Staff defers to the consensus of this Committee as to how much funds you 
would like to obligate. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  This is a done deal with this 
company.  This is a hundred eighty-five thousand for probably over a hundred jobs, and 
that's not a lot of money for that.  Hopefully, you can help us out with this hundred 
eighty-five thousand.  It's in the regional industrial park area itself that serves all three 
counties.  That's Lee, Scott and Wise. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Tim, did you explain the reason 
why the Southwest Committee recommended it, because it did not meet the guidelines we 
have for the other Deal Closing funds? 
  MR. PFOHL:  This would be improvements to a regional 
business incubator, not to a specific site the company would own, this is lease space. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  We would have used TROF 
funds, but I don't think we could meet the guidelines. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  They needed a decision pretty 
much that week. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I'd like to include it in the block, 
but we need funding for the hundred eighty-five thousand. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Are there objections to that 
motion?  Then, without objection, the recommendation of a hundred eighty-five thousand 
be approved out of Special Projects funds, funded from Special Projects accordingly.  
Without any other questions then we'll move on to the next one.  Is that securitized or 
unsecuritized? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Those would be physical improvements, and 
I would assume those would be securitized. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Next item. 
  MR. PFOHL:  The Virginia Department of Housing and 
Community Development is requesting eighty-five thousand one hundred eighty-five 
dollars to assist with the start-up of an artisans/craftsmen network that would work with 
all Southwest counties and would provide matching funds for the Appalachian Regional 
Commission funds committed to the project.  The request would be used to hire a 
coordinator, architectural engineering design work for possible venue renovations, web 
site design, strategic plan development, technical assistance to artisans and venues and 
general supplies. 
 This effort would be co-promoted and would achieve and would share 
facilities and promote with the Crooked Road and Heritage Music Trail. 
 The Staff recommended a full award of eighty-five thousand one eighty-
five, unsecuritized funds. 
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  DELEGATE KILGORE:  This is part of the Governor's 
Program about the Artisans Center. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions on that 
application?  All right, next. 
  MR. PFOHL:  The Virginia Heartlands we already talked 
about, so we'll go over to Page 8, Virginia Minority Supplier Development Council.  
They have been working with Staff for more than a year to identify ways to help them 
expand their services in Southside and Southwest Virginia.  They are requesting a 
hundred eighty thousand dollars to provide additional operating support over a three-year 
period to help their Western Virginia office, which is in Staunton, expand its services in 
Southside and Southwest Virginia.  That's to help identify and recruit minority business 
owners who could then supply business services to industries in the region. 
 The Staff has worked with this applicant, and we still feel we need to have 
a better understanding of what would be the economic needs and impacts of this type of 
service.  We're suggesting the project be tabled to allow some additional information and 
options to be explored.  The Staff recommendation is that this be tabled and bring it back 
to you for consideration when we have some more time to research options in serving the 
region. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Are there any questions from the 
Committee now?  Are there specific items in the application that have not been addressed 
to clarify what they're supposed to do and how to do it? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Our conversations with the applicant have 
indicated that they're looking at some service enhancements and additional opportunities 
to serve the region.  They'd have to help you understand the answer to that question, if 
they're here today. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  If you want to come forward, and 
I think everybody has read this. 
  MS. TRACY:  Good afternoon, I'm Tracy, and I'm 
President of the Virginia Minority Supplier Development Council.  It's a statewide 
organization.  We have offices across the state.  Basically what we're looking for is to 
have a relationship with various businesses.  We want to be able to facilitate that 
relationship within our corporations across the state.  Last year, or our program year 
2003, reported in 2004 the State of Virginia for one point four million dollars with 
corporations across the state. 
 What we want to do is have an opportunity, because we have had 
conversations with officials from SunTrust Bank, to be able to see and figure out what we 
might be able to do to build economic opportunities.  We want to do that with 
corporations, as well as minority businesses in the region.  We recognize the changing 
demographics of the state and across the country.  We know there is an opportunity for us 
to be able to expand in what we have to offer as far as services to minority businesses 
across the state.  We want to be able to provide those supplies and services to 
corporations. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Do you intend to underwrite the 
operation side of expanding services? 
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  MS. TRACY:  We want to help with the operational side, 
and there is marketing, as I understand it from, we've talked with Tim Pfohl, and we 
recognize geographically we have a wide area of operations and coverage for us.  What 
we've done in the past, we have had support from our national office in New York to 
support our office operations.  We have had support from the Bank of America, as well as 
SunTrust Bank.   
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 Nelson currently operates as a part-time employee, although he is working 
forty hours a week, and he's been with us twenty hours a week, so we're able to expand 
our hours operationally and services operationally.  We're certainly looking forward to 
expanding. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  This is an observation, and I'm 
only one person.  There are a couple of folks on the Commission that are not represented 
at this table, but when it comes to salaries, they don't think a whole lot of that.  I'd have a 
tough time trying to explain to them that we would allocate some one hundred eighty 
thousand dollars.  I think I understand where you're going, but I wish you'd find another 
part of your operation for us to participate in, other than just the operational side. 
  MS. TRACY:  We discussed that, and there is a portion of 
that that is dedicated to opportunities to move around and wouldn't be dedicated to 
salaries; however, most of what we recommended is relevant to training opportunities for 
certified minority business.  That has to do with technology and providing opportunities 
for networking so they will have an opportunity to meet corporations.  Although I 
recognize that, that is how the organization is set up, and we're non-profit.  Most of what 
we operate under has to do with salaries and expenses related to staff, who perform the 
services that we provide. 
  MR. CURRIN:  The Staff has conferred with Secretary 
Schewel about this request, and the Secretary concurs with the Staff recommendation.  
Maybe you could work with his department. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I don't think anybody would 
argue with what you're trying to do, and it's all about creating jobs.  The Commission 
Staff works very hard in trying to help create jobs.  If we can do that, we're well on our 
way to meeting our legislative mission.  I think we're going to have to have a better 
understanding of what it is your proposal intends to do.  Maybe there is a way for us to 
participate other than with administrative expenses.  I'd say keep in contact with 
Secretary Schewel and our Staff. 
 Are there any other comments or questions from anyone? 
  MR. OWEN:  We talked earlier about a loan fund and a 
pool of loan funds to encourage organizations to work with the Commission on 
entrepreneurial goals and start your own businesses.  Capital access, maybe our programs 
could be developed where they're useful to these types of businesses and also the 
possibility of development funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any other questions? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Virginia Tech is requesting eight hundred 
ninety-three thousand eight hundred fifty-six dollars to establish an Innovation Center for 
Biotechnology-based Economic Development at the Institute for Advanced Learning and 
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Research that includes Functional Genomics and genetic engineering.  That facility 
would be operated by Virginia Tech College of Agriculture and Life Sciences, and taht 
would include an extension of the Virginia Bioinformatics Institute Core Lab Facility.   
This would bring ten to twenty new jobs to Southside and provide that training and 
research facility, and that would be for an agricultural community and educational 
program for Southside Virginia. 
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 The request is for staffing of the laboratory groups, start-up staffing, 
equipment for one lab, and supplies for that lab.  The Staff is recommending full funding 
from unsecuritized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions? 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  Roughly half under the best scenario 
securitized funds. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Ned, in your opinion, is it worth 
trying to get bond counsel's approval for a portion thereof? 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  I believe it is. 
  MR. WEST:  How long would that be?  
  MR. STEPHENSON:  Probably three weeks. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I know the dollars will result in 
an immediate, is that going to jeopardize that project? 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  Do you use the same scenario 
you used earlier in the previous thing, we fund it if it's -- 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:   Let's see if the Committee agrees 
that we would try to pick out part of that application that could be utilized under 
securitized proceeds, and whatever portion is not that would go back to the unsecuritized.  
If the full commitment is made, it would be funded eight hundred ninety-three thousand 
eight fifty-six. 
  MR. OWEN:  Do you have any idea when that 
determination would be made, and the cost? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  We have to pay the lawyers. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  We've been through one pass with 
Technology, and I haven't seen the bill yet, but it's not small. 
  MR. OWEN:  That's my point, if we're talking about a 
small amount of money, I wouldn't want to end up paying twenty-five or thirty thousand 
dollars in legal fees in order to save, say three hundred thousand out of non-securitized 
funds. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  One of the things we hope to do is 
quantify that going forward, so we'd know these things.  We haven't had one pass yet. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Does the Committee feel 
comfortable giving that discretion to the Executive Director after consultation with Staff, 
whether to move forward with the request or opinion?  I think there's consensus to do 
that, and I'm comfortable with that, deferring to the Staff recommendation.  If you need 
any other guidance on that, if you don't like the legal bills, don't move forward. 

CRANE-SNEAD & ASSOCIATES, INC. 



Spec. Proj. 08/16/05 
18 of 24 

  MR. JENKINS:  Does each project have to be ruled on, or 
do you rule on a particular set of principles or guidelines, or do you have to go back case-
by-case? 
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  MR. STEPHENSON:  It is an opinion with respect to each 
individual project it requires, yes. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  Do we have to do that, twenty or 
thirty thousand for each individual project? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I would suggest the commonality 
of the nature of securitized proceeds drives the, then the underlying expenditure is what 
bond counsel spend time on.  My hunch is that it shouldn't be that much. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  It's much less expensive when it is 
incorporated with a batch of other projects and all opined in one batch. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  The next item. 
  MR. PFOHL:  The Tobacco Commission is requesting out 
of its own funds a hundred thousand to continues the Feasibility Study for a Mega 
Industrial Site in Virginia, and in particular in the tobacco region.  The Committee 
approved funding last year to assist in analysis of ten sites that were identified by the 
Virginia Economic Development Partnership as meeting criteria for an automotive 
assembly plant site.  The top two sites that have been identified by the consultants in this 
request in combination with some Department of Community and Housing Development 
money would allow some more intensive engineering and environmental analysis for the 
top two sites.  An engineering firm has been selected.   
 The Staff is recommending an award of a hundred thousand for this 
purpose. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Housing and Community 
Development portion is what? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Seventy-five thousand. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  That gives us our final project on 
the site analysis? 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  I have trouble with the word final.  
We would have a site that we could begin to market and circulate, but there is much work 
left to be done, even after that.  This is very competitive and speculative. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions on this particular 
request? 
  MR. PFOHL:  The next item is Washington County Public 
Library, and there are two from that organization, both requesting funding for existing 
branch libraries to allow them to expand their square footage.  One is in Hayters Gap, and 
one is in Mendota.  They are in former elementary schools, and they're asking us for 
assistance in doubling their square footage.  In one case it's three thousand, and in the 
other one it's twenty-five hundred square feet, and by removing walls and adding new 
entrances and making improvements to the former elementary schools. 
 While these are good projects for the communities, the Staff feels like they 
don't meet the test for regional participation, and local library expansion could result in 
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many localities requesting funds for libraries and other community facilities.  The Staff 
recommended no award in both cases. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions?  The next one. 
  MR. PFOHL:  The William King Regional Arts Center is a 
request for two million two hundred sixty-two thousand five hundred dollars submitted 
from the Southwest Economic Development Committee.  They have exceeded the 
capacity of that program to fund either one of the two major pieces, the two physical 
pieces of construction.  That project was referred from Southwest, and they did not 
obligate any Southwest Economic Development funds.  It comes to you with no 
obligation from that committee.  The applicant has indicated to us that with the obligation 
of an award of five hundred thousand, that would jump-start their fund raising process for 
these capital improvements. 
 Staff feels like this is something very consistent with the Artisans 
Network.  We're recommending funding of five hundred thousand in securitized funds, 
contingent on bond counsel's approval. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any questions? 
  MR. OWEN:  You're referring to the summary that we 
received, Fiscal Year '04 grants, are they Special Projects grants or Southwest Economic 
Development grants? 
  MR. PFOHL:  From Southwest Economic Development. 
  MR. OWEN:  Please give me your rationale again for 
wanting to spend the money on this project? 
  MR. PFOHL:  The Southwest Economic Development pot 
of funds is three million dollars, and the request for two point two would basically render 
all other requests of Southwest Economic Development unfundable.  We made a 
substantial commitment here.  While this doesn't meet the original participation test, 
financial participation by three or more localities, touching on some of the other aspects 
that are noted in the Special Projects guidelines, such as non-traditional economic 
development, as well as the fact that it exceeds the capacity of Southwest to fund. 
  MR. OWEN:  The non-traditional economic development? 
  MR. PFOHL:  Non-traditional economic development is 
loosely defined or loosely illustrated in our guidelines as being cultural and educational 
types of projects, heritage, education, things like that.  It is consistent with what they're 
proposing to do here.  The focus on tourism development and heritage protection and 
education, development of a tourism strategy, that's opposed to old school Economic 
Development's water and sewer pipes and things like that. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I'll defer to Delegate Dudley for a 
moment.  Perhaps the applicant could be here and answer some of those questions.  While 
they make their way forward, I would say this covers at least nine counties within 
Southwest.  I guess Danville would be the next closest area that would have a museum 
quality experience.  The focus marketing effort of Southwest not only what we funded 
before on the Crooked Road but also on Artisan matters.  What you will see separate and 
distinct from this application at a future date with the concurrence of Secretary Schewel 
and Governor Warner is special appropriation from the veto session two point five 
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million dollars for a regional Artisans Center.  William King did it in an assessment of the 
region two years ago, if I'm correct.  They are the anchor tenants, so to speak, we'll have a 
regional Artisans Center located somewhere in the Town of Abingdon, and William King 
very much will be at the forefront of that.  This is trying to add additional square footage 
to help to keep the visitor there for more than just an hour.  With that, I'm going to step 
out for a moment. 
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  MS. WHITE:  My name is Betsy White, Dan Caldwell who 
is President of the Trustee Board.  We have brought our architectural model here in case 
anybody wants to see the property; hopefully, some of you have been there already. 
 As Senator Wampler said, we serve twelve counties in Southwest Virginia, 
and three cities.  We also serve the Cultural Heritage Project.  We help document the 
cultural heritage of the region, its material, culture and craft history.  Our extension plans, 
hopefully, will take us forward as a major attraction for Southwest Virginia.  This shows 
our campus and our complete layout.  We want people to enjoy their stay even more by 
offering our newest attraction. 
 We'll be happy to answer any questions you have.  At the Economic 
Development Committee we were awaiting our economic impact funds.  That survey is 
ready as of today, so we're happy to share that with you. 
  MR. CALDWELL:  What I'd say in response to specific 
concerns and the question concerning non-traditional economic development.  A portion 
of the expansion plan, I'll bring this model over and show that to you.  A portion of that 
plan includes an Artisans Courtyard in which artists will be housed.  They will be there 
producing these traditional craft products from the region.   
 On site will also be a store, and these products will be licensed to 
craftsmen throughout Southwest Virginia for the reproduction and sale through our store 
in the Artisans Center as well.  That's a partnership that we hope to develop down the 
road. 
 The economic impact analysis for the region, done by the University of 
Virginia at Wise, shows an economic impact of about eleven million dollars.  We didn't 
get it to you in advance of the meeting, because we just got it ourselves this morning.  As 
far as the economic impact, I think that's the connection we're striving to develop. 
  MS. WHITE:  We've developed an artisans' registry in the 
last couple of years in partnership with our Education Center and are in the process of 
developing an on-line store.  Our Artisans Courtyard will build on our current program 
and increase it to the point that we have artisans from around Southwest Virginia and 
other places working on-site that will combine traditional crafts along with their 
counterparts.   
 Here is the model here, and you can see what we're talking about.  The 
two buildings planned there, one is the Artisans Courtyard, and the other one is a new 
entrance lobby that makes the property more accessible to visitors.  That will include 
expanding our store selling the heritage products as well as contemporary products.   
 We'd like to show you copies of the economic impact survey.  The center 
has been doing business with Southwest Virginia counties for about fifteen years, 
basically outgrown its facility; we'd like to develop further with this project.   
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 We're working closely with the new Artisans Network.  Our Executive 
Committee, the President of that is here with me today, too, Mr. Crenshaw. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I hope they have corrected any 
inaccuracies, perhaps, that I communicated.  I'll make this observation.  I never thought I 
would compare VIR to the William King Regional Arts Center, but here we go.  We've 
invested in excess of a million dollars, two million including water and sewer, and that 
was the expansion for VIR.  That's probably the best example of a non-traditional job 
creation. 
 Abingdon just completed a two-week Highland Festival, and I don't know 
that anyone knows what the number of visitors were, or the impact of that this year. 
  MR. CALDWELL:  Last year I think we had two hundred 
twenty-five thousand visitors. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  That's the magnitude of what it 
will do, and this is what we try to do on either end of that, and that is trying to track 
return visitors.  I suppose VIR has better numbers, although I don't know that.  It's similar 
in terms of non-traditional economic development.   
 That's all I have, Mr. Chairman. 
  MR. DUDLEY:  Any further questions? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  This will bring in other dollars? 
  MS. WHITE:  Yes, we are in the final phase of this project, 
in the middle of the design development phase, I should say.  This particular request will 
jump-start the program, and we think it will make it go forward. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Any other questions?  Thank you. 
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  If you want to remove that from 
the block, we can do so.  Any others, Tim? 
  MR. PFOHL:  That completes it, I believe. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I'll make a motion, and I'll ask 
for a hundred fifty thousand, half of that. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  If the Committee will allow the 
Chair without objection, we'll allow for a hundred fifty thousand dollars from securitized 
-- 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  -- If it doesn't cost us thirty 
thousand dollars to find out from bond counsel.   
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Without objection, we will move 
one hundred fifty thousand reimbursement to Southwest Economic Development 
Committee Special Projects for the National Council for the Traditional Arts, with the 
understanding that that does not jeopardize the remaining one hundred fifty thousand we 
previously allocated the Southwest Economic Development Committee. 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  That other hundred fifty 
thousand, the rest of Southwest, whatever we requested would be taken up Thursday? 
  MR. CURRIN:  Yes. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Without objection, it will remain 
in the block, that amount under those provisions. 
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  MR. WALKER:  Mr. Chairman, I move we approve the 
block as amended, with the one exception, the one that's been pulled out of the block.  I 
think that one has already been pulled out. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Is there a second to the motion? 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I'll second it. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Is there discussion?  The Chair, in 
an effort to make sure everyone understands, we have given Staff direction on securitized 
versus unsecuritized with the two items we're going to try to blend and draw down and 
maximize the securitized dollars, with the understanding that full approval be given for 
those dollar amounts.  We have plenty of unsecuritized dollars to do that, even in case of 
the worst case from bond counsel. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  In the case of the National Council 
for the Traditional Arts, if it fails to pass the opinion, it would seem that the Southwest, it 
would be contemplated, would need to be for the full three hundred thousand in case this 
fails. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  I would say it a little differently.  
One fifty would go from the unsecuritized portion.  Special Projects will fund a hundred 
fifty thousand, the remaining question is from where?  There is a risk. 
  MR. STEPHENSON:  The bookkeeper will love you all. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  The motion is made and seconded 
that the block as recommended be adopted.  Any questions or further discussion from the 
Committee?  All in favor of adopting the block signify by saying aye?  (Ayes.)  Opposed, 
no?  (No response.)  The ayes have it, and the block is adopted.   
 The remaining item is the William King Regional Arts Center, with a 
recommendation of Staff for five hundred thousand from the securitized proceeds.  Is 
there a motion? 
  DELEGATE KILGORE:  I'll make the motion. 
   MR. WEST:  Second. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  It's been moved and seconded 
that the amount of five hundred thousand dollars from securitized proceeds for the 
William King Regional Arts Center project be adopted.  Any discussion or questions on 
the motion? 
  MR. OWEN:  Mr. Chairman, I'd like to add a stipulation 
that if we do vote in favor of this that, and this might give me heartburn, that five hundred 
thousand not go for a sculpture garden. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  If we wish to amend and modify 
the motion it requires agreement, and I'm not trying to make it difficult, but for the 
Minutes, and if we're all replaced tomorrow, what would the next Commission do with 
that motion?  Where do we go from here?  I'll defer to Roberts Rules of Order, when a 
motion is made and seconded that five hundred thousand dollars be awarded to the 
William King Regional Arts Center -- tell me what the amendment is? 
  MR. OWEN:  The amendment is that our funds not be used 
for a sculpture garden.  I believe that is listed as one of the things they're going for in the 
application. 
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  SENATOR WAMPLER:  We can do it in one of two ways, 
we can make it a substitute motion, or we can ask that the motion be withdrawn and 
incorporate that into whatever you want the Committee to do.  Without objection, we'll 
award five hundred thousand dollars of securitized proceeds to the William King 
Regional Arts Center, with certain enumerated portions thereof not included in the 
funding.  Is that okay?  I'm just trying to get this straight.  Half a million dollars be 
awarded to the William King Regional Arts Center, and the sculpture garden will not be 
included, that's about the simplest way I can say it. 
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  MR. WALKER:  There is a building being built, and we 
could simply say we award five hundred thousand, and we want it to go toward the 
building itself.   
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Hopefully, you're offering an 
amendment, and you can say that again, if others will withdraw theirs.  Do you withdraw 
your second?  All right. 
  MR. WALKER:  I move that we approve the five hundred 
thousand funding, that it would be used toward construction of the building. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Does everyone understand what 
we're trying to vote on?  Any other questions or comments?  All in favor of the motion 
signify by saying aye?  (Ayes.)  Opposed, no?    
  DELEGATE DUDLEY:  No.   
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  It's the opinion of the Chair that 
the ayes have it, and we'll note that for the record, please, that the ayes have it, and the 
motion passes. 
 Mr. Director, do you have any other comments? 
  MR. CURRIN:  Are there any public comments? 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  Is there anyone in the audience 
that would care to speak, or are there any other matters that should come before the 
Special Projects Committee at this time? 
  MR. CURRIN:  The Technology Committee will meet 
tomorrow afternoon at 2:30 at Longwood University, and the Full Commission will meet 
on Thursday at Longwood University at 10:00. 
  SENATOR WAMPLER:  To all the applicants, I think your 
applications are getting much better.  Every cycle we go through I think it becomes more 
clear, and that's important.  If you see a way to improve it, please let Commission 
members and Staff know.   
 I want to thank the Staff for their work.  I think each meeting we have it's 
easier for us to have better information and an understanding. 
 If there is no other business to come before the Committee, we're 
adjourned. 
 

PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED. 
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